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Remarks/Arguments 

Claim Rejections 35 USC 102(b) 

7. 

As stated in W. L. Gore Associates v Garlock, 721 F.2d 1540 "anticipation requires the 
disclosure in a single prior art reference of each element of the claim under 
consideration". 

Lindemann Machinenfabrik GMBH v American Hoist and Derrick Co, 730 F.2d 1452, 

states: "anticipation requires the presence in a single prior art reference disclosure of 

each and every element of the claimed invention, arranged as in the claim" 

The Federal Circuit has further indicated that "in deciding the issue of anticipation, the 

trier of fact must identify the element of the claims, determine their meaning in light of 

the specification and prosecution history, and identify corresponding elements disclosed 

in the allegedly anticipating reference." Id., 221 USPQ at 485. 

Further, " under, 35 U. S. C. Section 102, anticipation requires that... the prior art 

reference must be enabling, thus placing the allegedly disclosed matter in the 

possession of the public." Akzo N. V. v United States Int'l Trade Commission, 808 F.2d 

1471. 

Similarly, the Federal Circuit has stated: "An anticipating reference must describe the 
patented subject matter with sufficient clarity and detail to establish that the subject 
matter existed and that its existence was recognized by persons of ordinary skill in the 
field of the invention." ATD Corp. v Lydall, Inc., 159 F.3d 534, 48 USPQ2d 1321, 1328. 
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"There must be no difference between the claimed invention and the reference 
disclosure, as viewed by a person of ordinary skill in the field of the invention." Scripps 
Clinic & Research Found v Genentech inc., 927 F.2d 1471. 

"A device which does not operate on the same principle cannot be an anticipation." Los 

Alamitos Sugar Co. v Carroll, 173 F2d. 280, 284 (9 th Cir. 1909). 

"It is not sufficient, in order to constitute an anticipation of a patented invention, that the 

device relied upon might, by modification, be made to accomplish the function performed 

by that invention, if it were not designed by its maker, nor adopted, nor actually used for 

the performance of such function." Topliff v. Topliff et al., 145 U. S. 156. 

"The single reference must describe and enable the claimed invention, including all claim 

limitations, with sufficient clarity and detail to establish that the subject matter already 

existed in the prior art and that its existence was recognized by persons of ordinary skill 

in the field of the invention. "Crown Operations Int., Ltd. v Solutia Inc., 289 F3d. 1357, 

1375. 

Under section 35 U.S.C. 102(b), the invention that has been offered for sale or in public 
use must, of course, be something circumscribed by metes and bounds of the claim. 
Graver Tank & Mfg. Co v Linde Air Prods., Co., 339 U.S. 605,607. Therefore, the first 
determination in the Section 102 (b) analysis must be whether the subject of the barring 
activity met each of the limitations of the claim. Scaltech Inc. v Retec/Tetra L.L.C., 178 
F.3d 1953. 

A reference must generally place the needed subject matter supporting the anticipation 
rejection in the public domain before the date of invention. In re Zenitz, 333 F.2d 924, 
142 USPQ 158, 160 (CCPA 1964). Thus, a prior art reference, including a printed 
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publication, must be enabling as required for US patents under 35 U.S.C. Section 112, 
first paragraph. Paperless Accounting, Inc. v Bay Area Ra[id Transit Sys., 804 F2d 
659,665. 

The description must enable a person with ordinary skill in the art not only to 
comprehend the invention but also to make it. Paperless Accounting, Inc. v Bay Area 
Ra[id Transit Sys., 804 F2d 659,665. 

In Elan Pharmaceuticals Inc. v Mayo Foundation for Medical Educations and Research, 
the Federal Circuit clarified that the invalidity based on anticipation requires that 
assertedly anticipating disclosure enable the subject matter of the prior art reference, 
and thus of the patented invention, without undue experimentation. 
As stated by the Federal Circuit, the prior art reference must disclose each element of 
the claim "arranged as in the claim" Lindemann Machinenfabrik GMBH v American 
Hoist and Derrick Co, 730 F.2d 1452 

The Office Action must provide a reasonable basis asserting that the prior art reference 
under Subsection 102 (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) or (g) contains the claimed subject matter as 
arranged in the claim of the application. 

A holding of no anticipation may be found in instances where the general subject matter 
is the same, but the specific application or use is different. Union Oil Co of Cal. V Atlantic 
Richfield Co., 208 F.3d 989 

The Federal Circuit has ruled that "the prior art reference must describe the applicant's 
claimed invention sufficiently to have placed a person of ordinary skill in the field of the 
invention in possession of it. In re Spada, 91 1 F.2d 705, 708 
8. 
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1. Claims 1 and 73: the evidence material in Masi patent is only incidentally "evidence 
material". Its primary purpose is to generate light, illuminate the scene, call attention to 
the incident and help point to the assailant. 

"There must be no difference between the claimed invention and the reference 
disclosure, as viewed by a person of ordinary skill in the field of the invention." Scripps 
Clinic & Research Found, v Genentech inc., 927 F.2d 1471. The Masi patent is different 
from the claimed invention as the invention specifically seeks to identify the assailant. 

2. Claim 2. The vessel in Masi is a complex apparatus containing many components and 
designed to carry a deterrent spray, strobe light and light generating chemicals. As such, 
it is different from the invention. 

3. Claims 3 and 4 cancelled. 

4. Claim 5: 710 in Fig. 7 of Masi does not describe open or partially open vessel. 

5. Claim 6: cancelled. 

6. Claim 7: currently amended. 

7. Claim 8: currently amended. Claims 13-14, 16. Masi patent does not disclose leak 
indicating fluid, but merely talks about alternatives to the glowing fluid. 

8. Claim 9: currently amended 

9. Claim 12: cancelled 

10. Claim 15: Masi patent addresses different types of glowing fluids and alternatives, 
not the types of particles added for identification purpose as in this invention. 

A holding of no anticipation may be found in instances where the general subject matter 
is the same, but the specific application or use is different. Union Oil Co of Cal. V Atlantic 
Richfield Co., 208 F.3d 989 
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Claim 21: same comment as claim 15. 

11. Claim 18: same comment as claim 15. 

12. Claim19: same comment as claim 15. 

13. Claim 20: cancelled 
14 Claims 22-27, 30 

Materials in Masi are alternatives to the glowing fluid without any emphasis on 
identification codes, physical markers, etc. that would make materials easily traceable. 
"There must be no difference between the claimed invention and the reference 
disclosure, as viewed by a person of ordinary skill in the field of the invention." Scripps 
Clinic & Research Found, v Genentech inc., 927 F.2d 1471. The Masi patent is different 
from the claimed invention as the invention specifically seeks to identify the assailant. 

15. Claim 28: cancelled 

16. Claim 29: amended 
17 Claim 33: 

As stated by the Federal Circuit, the prior art reference must disclose each element of 
the claim "arranged as in the claim" Lindemann Machinenfabrik GMBH v American 
Hoist and Derrick Co, 730 F.2d 1452 

A holding of no anticipation may be found in instances where the general subject matter 
is the same, but the specific application or use is different. Union Oil Co of Cal. V Atlantic 
Richfield Co., 208 F.3d 989 

The Federal Circuit has ruled that "the prior art reference must describe the applicant's 
claimed invention sufficiently to have placed a person of ordinary skill in the field of the 
invention in possession of it. In re Spada, 91 1 F.2d 705, 708 
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Masi patent serves to deter by pepper spray or similar action, employees strobe light 
and glowing fluid. Claim 33 claims a device that is designed with the specific purpose of 
being capable to remove and store portions of assailants skin, bone, hair, tissue, bone or 
body fluids. Masi patent does not mention any of these functions, nor does the Office 
Action point out why they would be inherent to Masi patent. The use of Masi patent is 
different from this invention. The Masi patent neither discloses the tool of the Claim 33 
nor are the elements of the Masi patent arranged as in the claim 33. The device in claim 
33 obtains the assailants samples as a result of struggle with the victim and 
independently of the victim's acts. The pin and other portions of Masi device require 
purposeful striking of the attacker by the victim. 
Claims 60:amended 

Claim 61: please see Claim 33 argument. 

18. Claim 34: this device is completely different from the ampule in Masi and it does not 
contain the evidence material. 

19. Claim 37: (currently amended) please see Claim 33 argument. Additionally, Masi 
device is designed to only spray and leave some fluids on the attacker, not to store. 

20. Claim 45: the tool of this invention is very different form the ampule nozzle, nor does 
Masi call for the bleed channel (please see claim 33 argument). 

21. Claim 62: the pin 28 is visible as it extends beyond the body of the Masi device. 
Also, per the claim 33 argument, the pin is not a tool for obtaining samples. 

22. Claims 66, 67: cancelled 

23. Claim 70: Masi 18 is safety cap, different function from removable cover of this 
invention. A holding of no anticipation may be found in instances where the general 
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subject matter is the same, but the specific application or use is different. Union Oil Co of 
Cal. V Atlantic Richfield Co., 208 F.3d 989 

24. Claim 84: please see claim 33 argument. 'There must be no difference between the 
claimed invention and the reference disclosure, as viewed by a person of ordinary skill in 
the field of the invention." Scripps Clinic & Research Found, v Genentech inc., 927 F.2d 
1471. Pin 28 is a safety pin and the device of this invention is designed to penetrate. 

25. Claim 95: to activate the Masi patent one need to: pull a pin and squeeze the trigger. 
The breaking in this invention does not require any such actions. 

26. Claim 96-amended, claim 97: amended. 

9. 

These claims have been cancelled independent of Van Luit. 
10. 

These claims have been cancelled independent of Porter. 
11. Claims 1-2 

A holding of no anticipation may be found in instances where the general subject matter 
is the same, but the specific application or use is different. Union Oil Co of Cal. V Atlantic 
Richfield Co., 208 F.3d 989 

Chariot is designed to prevent theft of clothing or similar articles and embodies 
acomplicated mechanisms requiring pin 14 and clutch 16 for holding together portions of 
the device and vials that fracture when flexed longitudinally. The intended use of pin 14 
is therefore not to obtain and store samples. The vials contain chemicals that harm 
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potential thief. This invention aims for the exact opposite. Furthermore, the pin 14 is not 
designed to separate from the device so that it can be used to collect or retain samples. 
There must be no difference between the claimed invention and the reference 
disclosure, as viewed by a person of ordinary skill in the field of the invention " Scripps 
Clinic & Research Found, v Genentech inc., 927 F.2d 1471. 
Claim 84: cancelled 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC section 103 

Relying on MPEP (8th Edition) 706.02G)(A)(B)(C)(D) for standards of 
obviousness and the following cases: 

To establish the prima facie case of obviousness, the basic criteria need to be 
met: 

1. First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of 
the ordinary skill in the art to modify the reference or to combine the 
reference teachings. 

2. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. 

3. The prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach all the 
claim limitations. 

The teachings or suggestion to make the claimed combination and the 
reasonable expectation of success must both be found in the prior art and not 
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based on the applicant's disclosure. In re Vaeck, 947 F.2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 
1438 (Fed Cir 1991). 

Furthermore, the reference must be either in the field of the inventor's endeavor 
or reasonably pertinent to the specific problem with which the inventor was 
involved. In re Deminski, 796 F.2d 436, 442, 230 USPQ 313, 315 (Fed. Cir. 
1986) 

A reference is reasonably pertinent if it is one which, because of the matter 

with which it deals, logically would have commended itself to the inventor's 
attention in considering the problem... .If a reference disclosure has the same 
purpose a s the claimed invention, the reference relates to the same problem... if 
it is directed to a different purpose, the inventor would accordingly have had less 
motivation or occasion to consider it. In re Clay, 966 F.2d 656, 23 USPQ2d 1058, 
1060-61 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

The Federal Circuit has also added the following when determining whether the 
reference is within the inventor's endeavor: 

We have reminded ourselves and the PTO that it is necessary to consider "the 
reality of circumstances' - in other words, common sense - in deciding in wich 
field a person of ordinary skill would reasonably be expected to look for solution 
to the problem facing the inventor. In re Oetiker, 977F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 
1443, 1446 (Fed. Cir. 1992, quoting In re Wood, 599 F.2d 1032, 1036, 202 
USPQ 171, 174 (CCPA1979) 
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13. 

1 . Claim 10: Masi does not teach all the claim limitations of claim 10. 

2. Claim 1 1 : please see claim 10 comment. Also, th e purpose of plastic in 
this invention is to rub against the attacker and collect samples. This 
purpose is different from the Masi. 

3. Claim 31 : cancelled 

4. Claim 32: cancelled 

5. Claim 35: Masi does not teach all the claim limitations of claim 35. 

6. Claim 65: amended 

7. Claim 68: cancelled 

8. Claim 69: Masi does not teach all the claim limitations of claim 69. In 
this invention the vessel expands outwardly in the direction of cutting tools rather 
than being crushed upon activation by the trigger in Masi. 

14. Claims 55-57 and 59: cancelled. 

15. Claims 63-64: cancelled. 

16. Claims 77 and 79: cancelled. 

17. Claims 85 - 89 cancelled. 
Claim 85 cancelled. 
Claim 86 amended. 

A reference is reasonably pertinent if it is one which, because of the matter 

with which it deals, logically would have commended itself to the inventor's 
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attention in considering the problem.... If a reference disclosure has the same 
purpose a s the claimed invention, the reference relates to the same problem... if 
it is directed to a different purpose, the inventor would accordingly have had less 
motivation or occasion to consider it. In re Clay, 966 F.2d 656, 23 USPQ2d 1058, 
1060 -61 (Fed. Cir. 1992). The Perreau reference is not pertinent as it serves the 
purpose of showing that an item has not been removed without the RFID tag 
having been from the device, i.e., to reduce theft. In this invention the purpose of 
the RFID tag is to stay on the attacker and the victim and hopefully aid in the 
attacker's capture. These two purposes are different. 

The Federal Circuit has also added the following when determining whether the 
reference is within the inventor's endeavor: 

We have reminded ourselves and the PTO that it is necessary to consider "the 
reality of circumstances' - in other words, common sense - in deciding in wich 
field a person of ordinary skill would reasonably be expected to look for solution 
to the problem facing the inventor. In re Oetiker, 977F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 
1443, 1446 (Fed. Cir. 1992, quoting In re Wood, 599 F.2d 1032, 1036, 202 
USPQ 171, 174 (CCPA1979) 

The RFID tag of this invention would not require employing printed circuit board 
technology as in Perreau. 

Claims: 87-89 . Same comments as for the claim 86. 
Claims: 102-107, 112-115: cancelled 
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Claim 75: cancelled 
Claims: 11 0-11 cancelled. 
Claims 116-118 cancelled. 

18. Claims 100 - 101 . Chariot teaches an item for preventing theft of clothing 
and damaging the same. The purpose of Chariot and this invention are not the 
same. In re Clay, 966 F.2d 656, 23 USPQ2d 1058, 1060 -61 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
Moreover, Charot does not teach all the limitations of claims 100-101, e.g.. the 
"strength of the attachment devices exceeding the vessel breaking strength." 
MPEP (8th Edition) 706.02G)(A)(B)(C)(D) 
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Amond. Dat e Maroh 3 2004 Pre li m i nary Am e ndm e nt 
AMENDEMENT TO THE SPECIF I CATION 

On Pago 10 add t he follow i ng aft e r the bri o f descr i pt i on of Fig. 58 

F i g. 59 i s a wire l ess or radio frequency ident i f i cat i on d e v i ce with attachmont 

capab ili ty. 

F i g. 60 is a w i r e less or rad i o frequency identification dev i ce with samp l o taking 
capab i lity- 
F i g. 61 i s a w i r ele ss or radio frequ e ncy id e nt i f i cat i on d e vic e with pon e trat i ng 
capabil i ty- 
Fig. 62 i s a w i rol o ss or rad i o frequency id e ntification dovico with comb i ned 
ponotrating and sampl i ng capab i l i ty- 
F i g. 63 shows multip le sampl i ng d e vic e s 
F i g. 64 shows th e samp l o tak i ng dota i l 

Fig. 65 i s a sid e v ie w of th e d e v i c o of Fig. 63 

Th e paragraphs in tho applicat i on as f i l e d w e r e not numb e r e d. Th e paragraph 
numb e rs i f addod i n this correspond e nc e ar e for purpos e s of c l ar i ficat i on. 

ON PAGES 31 AND 32 replace the description of Fig. 55 

[003] Another embodiment of th e skin p e n e trat i ng d e vic e is shown in Fig. 55 
whoro tho dovico 940 a l so has a wirel e ss d e v i c e or radio fr e quency i dent i f i cat i on 
dov i ce 936 i n addit i on to the i dentity code 934. Pr e s e nc e of wir el es s d e v i c e or 
radio fr e qu e ncy identification d e vic e 936 mak e s i t poss i bl e to d e t o ct tho pres e nc e 
of the attacker or the vict i m when e v e r th e v pass through a proper dotector or 
e le ctromagn e tic f i eld. Th e id e nt i ty of the d e vice 936 i s th e n commun i cat e d to th e 
host comput e r for process i ng and enab li ng oas i er locat i on of the attack e r and th e 
v i ct i m. 
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The radio froauoncv i d e ntif i cat i on dovico or a wir olo ss d e vic e) 936 may al so 
includ e a n ant o nna. Mor o ov o r. tho radio froquoncv identif i cation devic e o r 
w i r e less d o vic o 936 may b e cov e r e d with sh i e l ding material that att o nuat e s -or 
comp l et e ly blocks el ectromagn e tic signa l s. This wou l d pr o v o nt th e attacker from 
f i nd i ng th e d e v i c e s 936 with a su i tabl e d e tector aft e r tho attack, co lle ct i ng th e m 
and e ras i ng th e e v i d e nc e of h i s pr e s e nc e . Th e sh iel d i ng mater ial may i nc l ud e 
wat e r and salt so l ution. A l o e V e ra ge l , iron part i cl e s and simil a r. Th e shi e ld i ng 
mat e r i al pr e ferably adh e r e s to th e rad i o fr e quency id e nt i fication dev i c e or 
w i re lo ss d e v i ce 936 for improv e d e ff e ctiv e n e ss. Not a ll of th e radio fr e qu e ncy 
ident i f i cation d e vic e s or wir e less devic e s ne e d to b o cov e r e d w i th th e sh iel ding 
mat e r i a l . This option would e nabl e th e a ttacker to co lle ct th e ones wh i ch ar e not 
shi e lded if he has suitabl e detect i on equipm e nt and cr ea t e a fals e belief that he 
has co l l e ct e d a ll th e i dent i f i cation devic e s, and i s th e r e fore saf o . thus mak i ng 
h i s captur e mor e l ik el y. Pr e ferab l y, th e sh ie ld i ng materia l would d o orad e wh e n 
e xposed to air. At l e ast som o of the rad i o freguoncv i d e nt i ficatio n dov i cos or 
wir ele ss d e vicos would bocome exposed to a i r dur i ng the strugg l e w i th th e 
attack e r. Mat e r i als, such as Alo e Vera g e l would dry a nd l ose th ei r sh ie lding 
ab i l i ty. The attacker wou l d now be at r i sk of being detected whonovor ho enters 
an a r e a mon i tor e d bv prop e r s e arch d e vic e s. Th e v e ss e l housing the rad io 
fr e quency i dent i f i cat i on d e vic e s or wir e l e ss dev i c e s may bo lab o l o d with a 
warning for i ncr ea s e d d e t e rrent e ff e ct. Th e radio fr e quency i d e ntification devic e 
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or wire l ess dovico 936 may operato independently by its ol f or it may bo 
comb i n e d w i th a v e ss e l. For i ncr e as e d e ff e ct i v e n e ss, r a dio frequ e ncy 
id e nt i f i cation d o v i c e or w i r e less dev i c e 936 may also includes a m e chanica l 
i d e ntificat i on code scrib e d or oth e rwis e i mpr i nt e d on or i nto th e dev i c e 936 or it 
may hav e an e l e ctrica l cod e . The mechan i cal or e l e ctrical id e ntification c ode 
could b e uniqu e to each d e vic e 936 or the cod e may bo shared by mu l t i p l e 
d e v i c e s 936. Any off th e sh e lf comm e rcial l y ava il ab l e rad i o fr e qu e n cy 
i d enti f i cat i on d e vic e s or wir ele ss d e v i ces may b e e mp l nv e d. Th e wir ele ss or r a d i o 
fr e qu e ncy i dent i f i cat i on d e vice 936 may also b e e mp l oyed on any of th e too l s for 
tak i ng samples of sk i n, t i ssu e , bon e , body fluids or ha i r as d e scr i b e d i n this 
spec i fication, in any of the vess el s conta i ning o v i d o nc o mater i als or i n ev i dence 
mat e r i als thems el v e s. I f th e devic e 936 i s a rad i o fr e qu e ncy i dentificat i on d e v i c e , 
[[Th e ]] th e device 936 may b e ele ctr i cal l y act i v e or e l e ctrical l y i nactiv e . Act i v e 
radio fr e qu e ncy i d e nt i ficat i on dev i c e i s pow e red by an i nterna l batt e ry wh i ch 
e nab les it to have great e r read range, thus enab li ng an e asier detection of a 
p e rson w i th such d e v i ce on thorn. E le ctr i ca l ly i nactiv e d e v i c e s do not have th e ir 
own pow e r sourc e but operate from th e power g e n e rat e d by th o r e ad d o vice. 
Th i s g i v e s th e m e ss e nt i a ll y unl i mit e d l i f e , howev e r, th e y do suff e r from short r e ad 
range, making i t mor e d i ff i cu l t to det e ct a v i ct i m or th e attack e r w i th such dev i co 
on them. 
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On PAGE 33 add th e fo l lowing paragraphs wh e r e th e d e script i on of Fig. 58 onds 
with th e word "the attacker" in paragraph [001]: 

{002} — F i g. 59 shows a w i re l ess or rad i o fr e qu e ncy i d e ntificat i on d o vico 936 
having th e body 1002 and tho extensions 1006. Th e extensions 1006 onab l o th o 
d e v i c e 936 to attach i ts el f to th e attack e r 1 p e rson, clothing or oth e r e ff e cts and so 
a i d in h i s i d e nt i f i cat i on and captur e - 
Fig. 60 is a wire l ess or r a d i o fr e qu e ncy i d e ntification d e vic e 936 having th e body 
1002 and further equipp e d w i th samp l e obtaining sections 1006 extending 
outwardly from th e body 1002 and t e rm i n a t i ng w i th sharp points 1008 and 1010 
and samp le stor i ng sect i on 1012.Th e sharp points 1008 and 1010 mak e contact 
w i th and p o n o trato the attack e r's sk i n or oth e r parts of h i s body and reta i n a 
samp le of th e attack e r's sk i n, bon e , ha i r, t i ssue or bod i ly flu i ds on sharp po i nts 
1008 and 1010 or in the s e ction 1012, and so a i d in the attack e r's ident i fication 
and captur e - 
F i g. 61 shows a w i r e less or radio frequ e ncy id e ntification d e v i c e 936 with th e 
body 1016, sharp po i nt 1020 and th e blunt e nd 1022. I n th o cours e of strugg le 
betw ee n th o attack o r and th e victim, tho force applied to the blunt e nd 4022 
forces th e sharp po i nt 1020 to pen e trate th e attack e rs body or clothing. The 
w i r e less or rad i o frequency i dentif i cation d e vic e 936 wil l th e r e fore tend to stay 
imb e dd e d i n tho attackor and so aid in his id e nt i ficat i on and captur e . 
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A w i r el ess or radio fr e qu e ncy i d e nt i ficat i on dev i c e 936 may comb i n e the samp l e 
obtain i ng capability doscr i bed i n Fig. 60 with th e p e n e trat i ng capab ili ty d o scribod 
in F i g. 61 . An oxamp l o of this ombodimont is shown in Fig. 62 whor o th o d o vic o 
936 has the body 1016, b l unt e nd 1022, sharp points 1008 and 1010 and storage 
chamb e rs 1018. The dev i c e 936 may r e ma i n e mbedd e d i n th e attack e r, but i f 
not, stor i ng samp le s of tho attacker's sk i n, bone, t i ssu e or bod il y fluid s amp l es i n 
th e chamb e rs 1018 a i ds i n th e i d e ntificat i on of th e attacker- 
F i g. 63 shows an a l t e mat o e mbodiment 1030 that ut i lizes at l east one, but 
pr e f e rab l y s e v e r a l t i ssu e sampl i ng d e v i c e s. Th e d e v i c e 1 030 i nc l ud e s th e body 
1048 which i s typ i cal l y shaped in form of a d i sc w i th or w i thout air spac e b e tw ee n 
two major surfac e s, outer edge 1042 of th e body 1048, project i ons 1044 for 
tak i ng and stor i ng skin sampl e s, v e nt open i ngs 1046, a m e chanical i d o nt i f i cation 
cod e 1040 uniqu e to each dovic o or a numb e r of devicos shares a un i que or 
smal l numb e r of id e ntification codes, pr e ferably a w i r ele ss or radio 
Radio fr e qu e ncy i d e ntification d e v i c e 936 and preferab l y on e of th e major 
surfac e s of d i sc shap e d body 1048 i s v i sua ll y v e ry d i st i nct from othor surfaces. 
The d e ta il s of project i ons 1044 aro shown in Fig. 64 wh e r e 1060 and 1062 are 
sharp po i nts and 1066 i s a storage spaco for sk i n samples. 
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As tho d o vic e 1030 mak e s contact with sk i n of tho attacker it col le cts skin 
sampl e s w i th proj e ct i ons 10 4 4 and stor e s th e samp l es in storag e spac e 1 0SS- 
V e nt oponings 1046 al l ow for air to oscap e and so onablo oasior storago of 
attacker's and v i ct i m's sk i n samp l es i n storage spaco 1 0SS- 
F i g 65 is th e s i do v i ow of tho dovico 1030 showing two major surfac e s 1070 and 
1072. Tho surfacos 1070 and 1072 may oncloso a i r spaco or hav e solid matria l 
between th e m. In case whoro solid matoria l is ut il ized, each projection 1044 
would r e qu i re its own v e nt op o n i ng 1066. Prof o rab l y on e of the two surfacos 
1070 and 1072 i s visual l y v e ry d i stinct from th e othor. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Anthony Delas 
Reg. No. 49,067 
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